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second time, when we were at Chateauroux, we
had them summoned, and appointed a day on account
of the aforesaid plaint, on which day the aforesaid
Pontius came not; his wife came, but came not as she
ought. A third time we summoned the wife by word
of mouth, and had Pontius her husband summoned by
a trusty messenger, and fixed a certain day on which
they were to come to make answer before Hugh de la
Chapelle, our bailiff. On this day they neither came nor
sent representatives, but informed us by letter that
they would make answer on that plaint before the king
of AragOBL The bishop, however, appeared in his own
person on each of the aforementioned days, prepared to
show that Pontius the bishop's liege man and Jarentona
his wife had in the castle of Yertaizon, which they held
on oath from him, treacherously and deceitfully received
by night the bishop's notorious enemies with a view to
seizing his person and destroying his followers. For
this reason, after taking counsel with our barons, we
have assigned the castle with all that app^tains thereto
to the bishop and church of Clermont, to hold from us
and our heirs in perpetual tenure in the same way as
our other crown lands, demesne as demesne, fief as fief.
Of the castle and its adjoining land we have publicly
seized the bishop, of demesne as demesne, of fief as fief.97
The writ is dated at Paris in January 1205. It
shows the personal character still retained in theory by
the royal jurisdiction. A personal complaint to the
king is personally investigated. And the claim of the
court is wide. The king's power is more than that of a
mere feudal overlord. There is a distinct reminiscence
of the imperial claims of the Karlings.